Introduction {#Sec1}
============

Management of natural resources is becoming one of the crucial issues of the 21st Century. The global demand for clean and renewable energy sources is growing because they represent one of the most effective tools against climate change. As a kind of renewable energy, shallow geothermal energy not only has huge reserves, no pollution and no carbon emissions, but also is easy to develop^[@CR1]--[@CR3]^. In order to save underground space, geotechnical engineers combine ground source heat pump technology with underground structures (such as pile, tunnel, etc.) as energy geological structures. It is believed that the energy geological structure has made a positive contribution to regulating the environmental conditions of the building. The working process of energy geostructures is a coupling problem of stress field, displacement field, temperature field, and seepage field. The efficiency of heat transfer affects the efficiency of energy geostructures. Thermal conductivity of soil is a basic physical property related to heat conduction.

Transparent soil consists of an aggregate and a refractive index matched fluid^[@CR4]^. When fully saturated, the particles appear invisible and allow light to pass, enabling visualization through the "soil"^[@CR4]^. Both fine (clay) and coarse-grained (sands/gravels) materials were developed, and their mechanical properties were summarized by Iskander *et al*.^[@CR5]^. Combined with laser and particle image velocimetry, non-invasive measurements can be made to investigate internal flow, deformation of transparent soil around the structure, grouting, and thermal reponse of sands in geotechnical engineering^[@CR6]^. The heat transfer processes of energy pile surrounding soil were measured through transparent soil^[@CR7],[@CR8]^. However, previous literature has not studied the thermal properties of fused quartz and its difference in thermal behavior from that of natural soils. Measured thermal conductivity of fused quartz will also be beneficial to future studies on thermal reponses of granular materials using transparent sand.

Thermal conductivity refers to the heat flow per unit area per unit time in a unit temperature gradient (with unit: W/(m·K)). It depends on the mineral composition, water content, dry density, particle composition and morphology, temperature, etc.^[@CR9],[@CR10]^. De Vries^[@CR11]^ introduced soil particle shape coefficient *g*~s~ in his model of heat transfer. Tarnawski *et al*.^[@CR12]^ provided that particle shape values (*g*~s~) for C-109 is 0.12, and for C-190 is 0.125. Rzhevsky *et al*.^[@CR13]^ found that the thermal conductivity decreased as the particle size of the material decreases. Midttomme *et al*.^[@CR14]^ found that the particle content \> 63 μm had the greatest effect on the measured thermal conductivity. Xiao *et al*.^[@CR15]^ found that the gradation effect on the thermal conductivity is attributed to the same intrinsic mechanism, which is independent of the porosity. An important internal factor that has not been fully investigated is the effect of gradation, which is a relevant topic in the study of application of transparent soils. Hence, a series of laboratory tests were performed to investigate the influence of the gradation and porosity on the thermal conductivity of the fused quartz. This study reviews literature models for the thermal conductivity of granular materials, experimentally determines the thermal conductivity of fused quartz using the thermal needle probe method, and assesses the accuracy of predicting the measured data using the existed models. The results hightlight the inadequacy of these models in characterizing the measured thermal conductivity of fused quartz and thus a new fitting formula based on literature models is suggested.

Materials and methods {#Sec2}
=====================

Fused quartz {#Sec3}
------------

Transparent soils are produced by mixing the fused quartz and a refractive index matched pore fluid^[@CR4]^. The fused quartz has similar geotechnical properties to the nature sand and the fused quartz is highly angular and possesses chemical composition similar to that of natural silicate sand^[@CR5]^. The main advantages of transparent soil over previous recipes include lower pore fluid viscosity, lower fluid sensitivity to temperature variations, and the ability to recycle the materials for use in multiple tests^[@CR5]^. More details on the physical and mechanical properties of the fused quartz can be found in the literatures^[@CR5],[@CR6],[@CR16]--[@CR18]^.

In this paper, the fused quartz with a purity of 99.9%, manufactured by Xuzhou Xinyi Wanhe Minerals Co., Ltd., China, was chosen as transparent granular particles to mimic natural sand particles^[@CR6],[@CR19]^. This fused quartz is a kind of angular uranium glass particles, owing to crushing of the production process. According previous application study of transparent soil^[@CR7],[@CR8]^, four difference particle sizes with 0.50\~1.00 mm, 0.01\~1.00 mm, 0.01\~2.00 mm, and 0.25\~5.00 mm were used in this experiment, which can obtain by sieving and mixing, as shown in Figure [1](#Fig1){ref-type="fig"}. The specific gravity of the fused quartz is 2.14. Previous literature shows that the relationships between thermal conductivity (*λ*) and uniformity coefficients (*C*~u~ = *d*~60~/*d*~10~) for different porosity are parallel, indicating that the gradation effect on the thermal conductivity is attributed to the same intrinsic mechanism, which is independent of the porosity^[@CR15]^. Hence, uniformity coefficient (*C*~u~ = 3.2) for different particle size was also considered for the fused quartz in this study. Basic properties of these samples are shown in Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}.Figure 1Gradations of the fused quartz used in this study.Table 1Basic properties of fused quartz samples with different situation.Grain range (mm)*C*~u~*d*~*50*~(mm)*ρ*~dmax~ (g/cm^3^)*ρ*~dmin~ (g/cm^3^)Porosity*S*~r~0.01\~1.0019.80.361.3831.1480.40, 0.42, 0.44, 0.4600.01\~1.009.70.321.3711.1230.40, 0.42, 0.44, 0.4600.01\~1.004.70.301.3651.1060.40, 0.42, 0.44, 0.46, 0.4800.01\~1.003.20.261.3431.0930.40, 0.42, 0.44, 0.46, 0.4800.01\~1.002.00.231.3271.080.40, 0.42, 0.44, 0.46, 0.4800.25\~5.003.21.741.4631.1620.36, 0.38, 0.40, 0.42, 0.4400.10\~2.003.20.721.4091.0980.42, 0.44, 0.46, 0.4800.01\~0.503.20.091.271.0540.42, 0.44, 0.46, 0.4800.01\~1.003.20.261.3431.0930.400.3, 0.5, 0.8, 1.00.01\~1.003.20.261.3431.0930.420.3, 0.5, 0.8, 1.00.01\~1.003.20.261.3431.0930.440.3, 0.5, 0.8, 1.0*Notes*: *C*~u~ is the uniformity coefficient, *d*~50~ is mean particle size of the fused quartz, *ρ*~dmax~ is the maximum dry density, *ρ*~dmin~ is the minimum dry density and *S*~r~ is the saturation.

Testing methods {#Sec4}
---------------

Steady state method and transient method are the two main test principles of thermal properties measurement. In this study, the KD2 Pro thermal properties analyzer developed by METER Group, Inc. USA, was used as the test instrument, which belongs to transient method^[@CR15]^. The KD2 Pro thermal properties analyzer is widely utilized as a tool to research thermal conductivity of soil^[@CR15],[@CR20],[@CR21]^. The test probe is selected as the SH-1 probe with an accuracy of 5%, and 30 mm length. The measurement medium with a thickness of 1.5 cm or more in any direction around the sensor is guaranteed. More information about the instrument may be seen in the KD2 Pro Manual. The soil sample was tested with a diameter of 50 mm and a height of 70 mm. The specimen preparation and experimental procedures are as follows:The fused quartz was placed in an oven setting temperature of 105 °C for 24 h, then sands were permitted to cool before sieving to different gradations. Maximum and minimum dry density of the fused quartz with the different particle size are shown in Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"}, measuring based on ASTM D4253 (ASTM 2016*a*) and ASTM D4254 (ASTM 2016*b*).Specimens with different porosity and the uniformity coefficients are shown in Table [1](#Tab1){ref-type="table"} and were prepared according to the four particle sizes in Figure [1](#Fig1){ref-type="fig"}. The under compaction method proposed by Ladd^[@CR22]^ was used to obtain uniform specimens. Five layers were controlled, and a layer forms with its compacted dry density slightly greater (approximately 1%) than that of the substratum layer^[@CR15]^. Compaction was not observed to further alter the gradations.The SH-1 probe was inserted into the center position of the specimen using a guide to ensure verticality. The thermal conductivity of the fused quartz species was measured by the KD2 Pro thermal properties analyzer. Although a slight densification of the fused quartz is possible during needle insertion, measurements of the three specimens of 0.01\~1.00 mm (*C*~u~ = 3.2) for n = 0.40 were within a ±2% range of the average value of measured thermal conductivities reported in Table [2](#Tab2){ref-type="table"}, which indicates that this approach is repeatable. The thermal conductivity of the fused quartz was measured under controlled room-temperature conditions (25 °C ± 1 °C) to minimize the influence of the ambient temperature.Table 2Test results on thermal conductivity of fused quartz.Grain type (mm)*C*~u~Porosity*λ* (W/m^−1^K^−1^)Grain type (mm)*C*~u~Porosity*λ* (W/m^−1^K^−1^)0.01\~1.002.00.400.1830.01\~1.0019.80.400.2120.420.1760.420.2050.440.1730.440.2010.460.1660.460.1970.480.160------0.01\~1.003.20.400.186/0.189/0.1910.25\~5.003.20.360.2120.420.1830.380.2040.440.1770.400.1970.460.1720.420.1890.480.1670.440.1850.01\~1.004.70.400.1980.10\~2.003.20.420.1860.420.1930.440.1810.440.1850.460.1740.460.1830.480.1700.480.177--- ---0.01\~1.009.70.400.2080.01\~0.503.20.420.1780.420.2030.440.1730.440.1960.460.1660.460.1910.480.162--------- ---*Notes*: λ is the thermal conductivity.

Results and analysis {#Sec5}
====================

Experimental results of thermal conductivity of the fused quartz {#Sec6}
----------------------------------------------------------------

The relationships between thermal conductivity and porosity for the different *C*~u~ are parallel in Figure [2](#Fig2){ref-type="fig"}. It indicates that the gradation effect on the thermal conductivity is attributed to the same intrinsic mechanism, which is independent of the void ratio. Figure [2](#Fig2){ref-type="fig"} shows that the thermal conductivity at a given porosity increased with the increasing of uniformity coefficient (*C*~u~) when 2.0 \< *C*~u~ ≤ 4.7, and increased gradually when *C*~u~ \> 4.7. Similar results are also obtained for Carbonate sand^[@CR15]^.Figure 2Relationships among the porosity and the thermal conductivity of fused quartz in different uniformity coefficient.

Relationships between thermal conductivity of the fused quartz and porosity in different grain type are shown in Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"}. In order to preserve clarity and avoid overlapping, the error bars (within the precision range of ±5% of the KD2 Pro thermal properties analyzer) were applied to one set of data. It shows that the thermal conductivity decreases with the increase of porosity, which is in accordance with the results reported by Luikov^[@CR23]^, Baldi *et al*.^[@CR24]^, Côté & Konrad^[@CR25]^, and Barry-Macaulay *et al*.^[@CR26]^. Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"} shows that the thermal conductivity increased with the increasing of the mean particle size with the same uniformity coefficient which is same with the founding of Rzhevsky *et al*.^[@CR13]^ For explanation of trend change in Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"}, soil elements were simplified as follow Figure [4](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"}. When heat flows in Figure [4(a)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"}, the number of heat transfer paths from solid to air is more than in Figure [4(b)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"}. Heat transfer paths of Figure [4(b)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"} in continuous solid are more than Figure [4(a)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"}. So the thermal conductivity increased with the increasing of the mean particle size, as shown in Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"}. For the decrease of porosity, it is like Figure [4(a)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"} to [(c)](#Fig4){ref-type="fig"}. There are more solid particles in the same volume. Thermal conductivity of fused quartz is greater than that of air. With the increasing of porosity, air content of soils increased. Then the thermal conductivity of fused quartz decreased^[@CR27]^.Figure 3Relationships between thermal conductivity of fused quartz and porosity in different grain type.Figure 4Soil particles per unit volume in ideal arrangement.

The fitting lines show the relationship between thermal conductivity with porosity for different grain type in Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"}. This simple linear function^[@CR28]^ describes the relationship between *λ*~dry~ and *n* for mineral soils:$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$$\lambda =c+dn$$\end{document}$$where *c* and *d* are the empirical parameters, depending on the textures, quartz contents and mineral composition, and the value range of *n* depends on the maximum and minimum voids that fused quartz can reach to. Eq. ([1](#Equ1){ref-type=""}) was provided by Lu *et al*.^[@CR28]^ based on Johansen^[@CR29]^ data and heat pulse data. In this literature, *c* = 0.51 and *d* = -0.56 for 0.2 \< *n* \< 0.6. After that He *et al*.^[@CR30]^ also adopted this linear model and proposed different parameters: *c* = 0.50 and *d * = -0.58 for a wide range of textures and quartz contents, which are similar with Lu *et al*.^[@CR28]^, while *c* = 1.18 and *d* = -1.92 for calculating the thermal conductivity of sands with \>99% quartz contents. Based on these two literatures, the values of *c* and *d* depend on the textures and quartz contents. Since fused quartz is different from traditional soils, the values of *c* and *d* are different from literatures. For fused quartz, *d* = -0.3, shown in Figure [3](#Fig3){ref-type="fig"}.

Prediction of the thermal conductivity of fused quartz {#Sec7}
------------------------------------------------------

The root relative mean square error (*RRMSE*) as show as Eq. ([2](#Equ2){ref-type=""}) is used to evaluate the results of calculation using literature models in Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}.$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$$RRMSE=\sqrt{\frac{1}{N}{\sum }_{1}^{N}{\left(\frac{{\lambda }_{\exp }-{\lambda }_{cal}}{{\lambda }_{\exp }}\right)}^{2}}\times 100 \% $$\end{document}$$where λ~exp~ is the experimental value, and λ~cal~ is the calculative value.Table 3*RRMSE* (%) of predicted thermal conductivity of fused quartz using modified models.Grain type (mm)0.01\~1.000.25\~5.000.10\~2.000.01\~0.50*C*~u~2.03.24.79.719.83.2Modified Vincent model (Vincent *et al*.^[@CR26]^)4.265.014.943.774.324.123.513.34Modified Tong model (Tong *et al*.^[@CR13]^)8.088.006.916.045.884.105.508.25Modified Johansen model (Johansen^[@CR24]^)3.243.863.812.793.322.874.132.91Vincent model (Vincent *et al*.^[@CR26]^)35.2336.3540.6442.6343.8336.3639.3436.48Tong model (Tong *et al*.^[@CR18]^)12.3113.8219.5122.0523.7113.6717.6713.84Johansen model (Johansen^[@CR24]^)32.3430.7421.7717.6815.5331.5923.4029.10

### Prediction of the thermal conductivity of fused quartz using literature model {#Sec8}

Johansen^[@CR29]^ improved De Vries^[@CR11]^ model, and then proposed a semi-empirical relationship to predict the thermal conductivity of dry soils,$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$$n=1-\frac{{\rho }_{d}}{{\rho }_{s}}$$\end{document}$$where *ρ*~d~ is the dry density of soils (kg/m^3^), and *ρ*~s~ is the soil particle density (kg/m^3^), *A* = 0.135, *B* = 64.8 and *C* = 0.947. For the fused quartz, *ρ*~s~ = 2140 kg/m^3^. Eq. ([4](#Equ4){ref-type=""}) can be applies for dry, unsaturated and saturated soil. The values of RRMSE almost are more than 20%. Based on De Vries^[@CR11]^ model, coefficients in Eq. ([3](#Equ3){ref-type=""}) are shown as follow,$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$${k}_{s}=1/3[2/(1+({\lambda }_{s}/{\lambda }_{a}-1){g}_{s})+1/(1+({\lambda }_{s}/{\lambda }_{a}-1)(1-2{g}_{s}))]$$\end{document}$$where *λ*~s~ is the thermal conductivity of solid, *λ*~a~ is the thermal conductivity of air, *k*~s~ is the weighting shape factor, and it is usually treated as a fitting parameter^[@CR12]^, and *g*~s~ is shape value of soil particles. The reason for poor fitting effect using Eq. ([3](#Equ3){ref-type=""}) is improper coefficients values.  

Vincent^[@CR31]^ proposed the equation to predict the thermal conductivity of dry soils,$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$${\lambda }_{dry}=\frac{(p{\lambda }_{s}-{\lambda }_{a})\times {\rho }_{d}+{\lambda }_{a}{G}_{s}}{{G}_{s}-(1-a)\times {\rho }_{d}}$$\end{document}$$where *G*~s~ is the specific gravity, and *p* is the empirical parameter, *p* = 0.053. Note that this equation is the same as Eq. ([3](#Equ3){ref-type=""}) when *λ*~s~ = 3 W•m^−1^•K^−1^, *λ*~a~ = 0.024 W•m^−1^•K^−1^, and *ρ*~d~ = 2.7 g•cm^−3^. For the fused quartz, substitute Eq. ([4](#Equ4){ref-type=""}) into Eq. ([9](#Equ5){ref-type=""}), and *λ*~s~ = 1.4 W•m^−1^•K^−1^ ^[@CR32]^. The values of *RRMSE* are more than 30% that is not enough for the accuracy of predicting the thermal conductivity of fused quartz. The reason for poor fitting effect using Eq. ([9](#Equ9){ref-type=""}) is improper coefficients value.

Substitute Eq. ([4](#Equ4){ref-type=""}), ([5](#Equ5){ref-type=""}), ([6](#Equ6){ref-type=""}) and ([7](#Equ7){ref-type=""}) into Eq. ([3](#Equ3){ref-type=""}), we can get,$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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Substitute Eq. ([4](#Equ4){ref-type=""}) into Eq. ([9](#Equ9){ref-type=""}), we can get,$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$${\lambda }_{dry}=\frac{(p{\lambda }_{s}-{\lambda }_{a})(1-n)+{\lambda }_{a}}{1-(1-p)(1-n)}$$\end{document}$$where *p*, just like *k*~s~, is the weighting shape factor, and it is usually treated as a fitting parameter at Eq. ([9](#Equ9){ref-type=""}).  

Tong *et al*.^[@CR33]^ improved Wiener model, and then proposed a semi-empirical semi-theoretical model to predict the thermal conductivity of dry soils.$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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For fused quartz, *λ*~s~ = 1.4 W•m^−1^•K^−1^. The values of *RRMSE* are more than 10% which is not enough for the accuracy of predicting the thermal conductivity of fused quartz. Obviously Eq. ([13](#Equ13){ref-type=""}) was obtained by Eq. ([3](#Equ3){ref-type=""}), it is not surprising that the fitting effect of Eq. ([13](#Equ13){ref-type=""}) is poor for fused quartz.

### Modified literature models {#Sec9}

For Johansen model, Vincent model and Tong model, parameter can be modified as follow:$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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                \begin{document}$${\eta }_{1}={k}_{s}=p=a-b\times {0.75}^{{C}_{u}}$$\end{document}$$where for Johansen model *a* = 0.06 and *b* = --0.04, for Vincent model, *a* = 0.11 and *b* = 0.03, and for Tong model, *a* = 0.21 and *b* = 0.06, shown in Figure [5](#Fig5){ref-type="fig"}. Eq. ([14](#Equ14){ref-type=""}) provides a relationship for the effect of particle composition on thermal conductivity. In this study, *a* and *b* are empirical parameters. *a* is the maximum value of the coefficient, while *b* control the rate of change of the coefficient.Figure 5The parameter value of literature model versus *C*~u~ for fused quartz.

Figure [6](#Equ6){ref-type=""} presents the comparison between predicted thermal conductivity using (a) modified Vincent model; (b) modified Johansen model; and (c) the modified Tong model and measured thermal conductivity of the fused quartz. It is evident that the predicted values compare well with the measured values for the modified Vincent model and modified Johansen model, almost in the ±5% range, and the modified Tong model is higher than measured thermal conductivity in the ±10% range.Figure 6Predicted thermal conductivity values versus measured values using (**a**) modified Vincent model ; (**b**) modified Johansen model; and (**c**) the modified Tong model.

The values of root relative mean square error using modified Johansen model, modified Vincent model and modified Tong model are shown in Table [3](#Tab3){ref-type="table"}. It shows that for modified Johansen model the values of *RRESM* are between 2% and 5%, for modified Vincent model the values of *RRESM* are between 3% and 5%, and for modified Tong model the values of *RRESM* are almost between 4% and 9%.

### Modified literature models for literature data {#Sec10}

The thermal conductivity of carbonate sand^[@CR15]^ was predicted by using the modified Vincent model and modified Tong model: for Vincent model, *a* = 0.038 and *b* = 0.09, while for Tong model, *a* = 0.071 and *b* = 0.018. Figure [7](#Fig7){ref-type="fig"} presents the comparison between predicted thermal conductivity using the modified Vincent model and modified Tong model and measured thermal conductivity of carbonate sand. It is evident that the predicted values compare well with the measured values, in the ±5% range. The values of root relative mean square error using modified Vincent model and modified Tong model are shown in Table [4](#Tab4){ref-type="table"}. The values of *RRESM* of predicted thermal conductivity of Carbonate sand^[@CR15]^ using modified models are between 0% and 3%.Figure 7Predicted thermal conductivity values using modified models versus Carbonate sand^[@CR15]^.Table 4*RRMSE* (%) of predicted thermal conductivity of Carbonate sand^[@CR15]^ using modified models.*C*~u~2.02.84.79.719.8Modified Vincent model (Vincent *et al*.^[@CR26]^)1.042.111.710.811.36Modified Tong model (Tong *et al*.^[@CR13]^)2.142.001.142.361.44

The thermal conductivity of Ottawa sand^[@CR12]^ was also predicted by using the modified Vincent model and modified Tong model: for Vincent model, *a* = 0.029 and *b* = 0.01, while for Tong model, *a* = 0.099 and *b* = 0.077. Figure [8](#Fig8){ref-type="fig"} presents the comparison between predicted thermal conductivity using the modified Vincent model and modified Tong model and measured thermal conductivity of Ottawa sand. It is evident that the predicted values compare well with the measured values, in the ±5% range. The values of root relative mean square error of Ottawa sand C-109 using modified Vincent model and modified Tong model are 1.54% and 4.76%, respectively. The values of root relative mean square errors of Ottawa sand C-190 using modified Vincent model and modified Tong model are 1.83% and 3.48%, respectively. The values of *RRESM* of predicted thermal conductivity of Ottawa sand using modified models are between 0% and 5%.Figure 8Predicted thermal conductivity values using modified models versus Ottawa sand^[@CR12]^.

### Modified Tong model for the three-phase mixture {#Sec11}

In order to verify the new modified Tong model, a set of samples were tested at different degrees of saturation from dryness to full saturation. The measurement results are shown in Figure [9(a)](#Fig9){ref-type="fig"}. The values of thermal conductivity for natural sands are higher than that of fused quartz due to the difference in minerals. At a low *S*~r~ range, 0 \< *S*~r~ \< 0.1, a sharp increase by about 100% with *S*~r~ was observed, while for 0.1 \< *S*~r~ \< 1, the rate of linear increase was about 100%.Figure 9Thermal conductivity versus saturation of (**a**) comparison between fused quartz and natural sands^[@CR12]^; and (**b**) fused quartz.

Tong *et al*.^[@CR33]^ also proposed a semi-empirical semi-theoretical model to predict the thermal conductivity of the three-phase.$$\documentclass[12pt]{minimal}
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The calculation results using modified Tong model are shown in the Figure [9(b)](#Fig9){ref-type="fig"}. *RRMSE* (%) of predicted thermal conductivity of fused quartz from dryness to full saturation using modified the Tong model modified and Tong model is shown in Table [5](#Tab5){ref-type="table"}. For each porosity, the values of RRMSE reduced by 4%.Table 5*RRMSE* (%) of predicted thermal conductivity of fused quartz from dryness to full saturation using the Tong model modified and Tong model.*n*0.400.420.44Tong model20.0919.3819.25Modified Tong model16.0315.3015.33

Conclusions {#Sec12}
===========

In this study, the thermal conductivity of fused quartz is first measured, and three empirical predicted models are modified for calculating the thermal conductivity of fused quartz. Nearly 100 test results from previous literature are used to verification the modified empirical predicted models. Following conclusions can be drawn:The thermal conductivity at a given porosity increases with the increasing of the uniformity coefficient when 2.0 \< *C*~u~ ≤ 4.7, and it increases gradually when *C*~u~ \> 4.7. The thermal conductivity decreases with the increasing of the porosity, and increased with the increasing of the mean particle size with the same uniformity coefficient.Three modified models (Vincent model, Tong model, and Johansen model) can be used for predicting the thermal conductivity of fused quartz with acceptable precision. A simple modified method to estimate the value of thermal conductivity has been proposed, and its utility and efficiency have been demonstrated successfully by conducting the fused quartz, carbonate sand and Ottawa sand.
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